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to be able to hire illegal immigrants,
to take jobs away from Americans and
pay them submarket wages.

What about discouraging illegal and
highly dangerous border crossings?

To get back to chain migration, do
we really want a system in which green
cards are given out by random chance?
Because that is what we have not just
in the diversity lottery but through
chain migration. Today, you can get a
green card in this country simply be-
cause someone in your extended family
happened to immigrate to this country
20 or 30 or 40 years ago, irrespective of
your ability to stand on your own two
feet in our economy, to get a job and
pay taxes and not take welfare, to as-
similate into our culture.

Shouldn’t we have an immigration
system that focuses on the needs of
America’s workers and the American
economy, not one that gives out green
cards by random chance the way we
have today? Shouldn’t we be focused on
the jobs and the wages of American
citizens? After all, they are who elect-
ed us to come here to represent their
interests.

I don’t think this is unreasonable,
and, frankly, I don’t think the Demo-
crats do either. They have supported
the BRIDGE Act. They have supported
reform of other immigration pro-
grams—temporary visas—because they
worry about the impact of immigration
on lower wage, blue-collar workers.

Now, the Republicans have stepped
up and done exactly what the Demo-
crats have said they wanted: We have
offered a real, long-term solution for
persons who have received a DACA
work permit. All we are asking for in
exchange are commonsense reforms to
prevent another situation, like the one
happening now, in the future. So it is
time for Democrats and Republicans to
come together and support this bill.

If you are serious about helping these
DACA permit recipients, you should
vote for this bill now. It is good for
those DACA recipients, it is good for
American workers, it is good for our
communities, and it will be a good first
step toward lasting pro-American, pro-
worker immigration reform.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. ENZI. Mr. President, I ask unani-
mous consent that the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. ENZI. Mr. President, I ask unani-
mous consent that all time be yielded
back.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the Nielsen nomi-
nation?

Mr. ENZI. Mr. President, I ask for
the yeas and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?
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There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk called the roll.

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senator
is necessarily absent: the Senator from
Tennessee (Mr. ALEXANDER).

Further, if present and voting, the

Senator from Tennessee (Mr. ALEX-
ANDER) would have voted ‘“‘yea.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
STRANGE). Are there any other Sen-

ators in the Chamber desiring to vote?
The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 62,
nays 37, as follows:
[Rollcall Vote No. 305 Leg.]

YEAS—62
Barrasso Gardner Paul
Blunt Graham Perdue
Boozman Grassley Portman
Burr Hatch Reed
Capito Heitkamp Risch
Carpgr Heller Roberts
Cochran Inhote. Rounds
Collins Isakson lgublo
Coons Johnson asse
Corker Kennedy Scott
Cornyn King Shelby
Cotton Lankford Strapge
Crapo Lee Sullivan
Cruz Manchin Tester
Daines McCain Thune
Donnelly McCaskill Tillis
Enzi McConnell Toomey
Ernst Moran Warner
Fischer Murkowski Wicker
Flake Nelson Young
NAYS—37
Baldwin Gillibrand Peters
Bennet Harris Sanders
Blumenthal Hassan Schatz
Booker Heinrich Schumer
Brown Hirono Shaheen
Cantwell Kaine Stabenow
Casey Loy Ut
Y ¥
Cortez Masto Markey &an H ollen
Duckworth Menendez arren
Durbin Merkley Whitehouse
Feinstein Murphy Wyden
Franken Murray
NOT VOTING—1
Alexander

The nomination was confirmed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
JOHNSON). Under the previous order,
the motion to reconsider is considered
made and laid upon the table and the
President will be immediately notified
of the Senate’s action.

The Senator from Alabama.

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. STRANGE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
proceed to legislative session for a pe-
riod of morning business, with Sen-
ators permitted to speak therein for up
to 10 minutes each.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. STRANGE. I suggest the absence
of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———

EXECUTIVE SESSION

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to executive session for the
consideration of the following nomina-
tion: Executive Calendar No. 455.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The clerk will report the nomination.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read the nomination of Emily Webster
Murphy, of Missouri, to be Adminis-
trator of General Services.

Thereupon, the Senate proceeded to
consider the nomination.

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate vote on the nomination with no in-
tervening action or debate; that if con-
firmed, the motion to reconsider be
considered made and laid upon the
table; that the President be imme-
diately notified of the Senate’s action;
that no further motions be in order;
and that any statements relating to
the nomination be printed in the
RECORD.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the Murphy nomi-
nation?

The nomination was confirmed.

——————

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to the consideration of the
following nomination: Executive Cal-
endar No. 501.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The clerk will report the nomination.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read the nomination of Glen R. Smith,
of Iowa, to be a Member of the Farm
Credit Administration Board, Farm
Credit Administration, for a term ex-
piring May 21, 2022.

Thereupon, the Senate proceeded to
consider the nomination.

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate vote on the nomination with no in-
tervening action or debate; that if con-
firmed, the motion to reconsider be
considered made and laid upon the
table; that the President be imme-
diately notified of the Senate’s action;
that no further motions be in order;
and that any statements relating to
the nomination be printed in the
RECORD.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the Smith nomina-
tion?

The nomination was confirmed.
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